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Applicant would like to thank the Examiner for her courtesy during a telephonic 
interview conducted on February 7, 2008, with the Applicant's appointed attorney, Jason 
W. Burgmaier. This Interview Summary is submitted in consideration of Applicant's 
obligation to provide a written statement of the substance of the Interview in view of 37 
CFR 1.133 (b). These remarks are believed to sufficiently characterize and summarize 
the discussion conducted during the Interview. 

The discussion was directed to the Applicant's position that it would not have 
been obvious to one of skill in the art to combine the teachings of True et al., U.S. Patent 
No. 4,91 1,777, with those of Hunter et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,071,030. Namely, it was 
asserted that the teachings of Hunter, combined with those of True, do not suggest to one 
of skill in the art an assembly as claimed in claim 3 which can be sent through a printer, 
and then mounting the assembly in an album using the claimed mounting strip of the 
assembly. 
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It was pointed out that True teaches a hanging file mount at FIGS. 5 and 6, and 
True teaches a ring binder mount at FIGS. 7 and 8. In formulating the rejection, the 
Examiner acknowledged her reliance on the hanging file mount at FIGS. 5 and 6 in 
formulating the rejection of the claims. Applicant's representative pointed out that one of 
skill in the art would not be inclined to look to a hanging file mount in an attempt to 
modify the divider sheet taught in Hunter. Specifically, it was noted that the metal 
hanger 48, which the Examiner acknowledged as being equated to the claimed mounting 
strip, would not be able to pass through the radii of bends in the sheet path necessary for 
the divider sheet of Hunter to be sent through a printer. In light of M.P.E.P. §2 1 43 .0 1 , it 
was indicated that modifying the divider sheet of Hunter with the hanging file mount of 
True would render the divider sheet of Hunter unsatisfactory for its intended purpose of 
being able to be fed through a printer without jamming, thus negating a finding of 
obviousness. 

Although no agreement was reached during the Interview, Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the pending claims in view of the substance of the Interview. 
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